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Dear Dr. Vernon:

Denver resmdents have czlled and written to me with concerns about the -
proposed test burn of mixed wastes at Rocky Flats. The public is ‘
especially concerned about possible increased health risks from airborne -
contaminants, particularly radioactive emissions, for those downwind of
the facility. I share many of those same concerns. '

1 am opposed to any test burn until 2 number of very important questions
are ansvered satisfactorily. Everything possible must be done to ensure
-there will be-no increased health risk to.the citizens of Denver and the
rest of the metro area. =

-.In order .to properly assess the potentiél risk, the Colorado Department
~~and the Department of Energy (DOZ) -before-a-test burn is to be allowed.

The most important questions to be asked have to do with alternatives
' to a test burn at Rocky Flats. Rocky Flats is located upwind from a
major metropolitan area with a population of approximately 1.8 million
.. people. Many DOE facilicies are located far away from any population
centers. Can DOE conduct trial burns at these facilicties? Does DOI-
- plan-on ‘incinerating other mixed wastes at their octher facilities?
""-What is the risk of transporting the mixed waste elsevhere to be
-m-—-incinerated versus the_risk ro .Denver residents from incineration at
. ‘Rocky Flats? 1Is incineration rezlly the only option?
The CDH must also be sure the test burn will adequately reflect the
~ conditions of the ongoing burns to follow thestest burn. What exactly
~ is to be burned during the test burn and in what concentrations? Will
the same “formula" be used for future burns? Will a scaled-up version
of the test burn prov1de the same destruction efficiency? .

...Most citizen concerns have been ‘directed at the porential emissions o
from the facility. There are several questions that need to be answered
-ww-oro— regarding -emissions,-monitoring -and ash disposal.for .both .che test burn
and any subsequent burns. Once regular operations bﬁfxn. will there be
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continuous monitoring for the concentrations of radioactive gases
and particulates from the stacks? What if the size range {or
particles of plutonium oxide and uranium oxide and wvhat ic the
___efficiency of the filters in trapping these particles? What
T percentage of the particulates produced by incinecration are
smaller thzn 0.3 microns in size? What percentage of these parti-
culates escape and what is the physiczl makeup ol those ecicsione?
-~ ---——-Hou much radioactivity will escape as part cof those fine particulates
and how much will escape as gases? Wnat will be th: harzrdoun ans
racioactive content of the 2sh after incinerztion? Vnut process
vill be used for disposal of that ach, and where will It be cispnsed?

These a2re just a fevw of the questions that need tc be answered.  Many
other questions will be outlined by others in their comments ycu will
receive. No trial burn should be 2lloved unless ané until all of
these issues are answered to the satisfaction of the CDE znc the
community as a2 whole. We shoulé not rush into this in orcder t> nme=st
-~ ~Rockvell's Timetable, -but-we- should pursue the answers to these
cuestions in order to guarantee the protectior of public health.
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